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RELIGIOUS LIBERTY.

Archbishop H : n.:: to General Cass
|F‘mn.“dlh w"' d :lq irer.]
T and u ,

Some persons ne that a high honor has been
canferred on me by fmportance -riﬁmdtnm
name in the great” speech which General Cass has
thought r to pronounce in the Senate of the
United m Theﬂ.-ni;hh'nne “flua:l hl:l: directed
that General Cass should serve not o uuuiri

but his race in one ovder of life, and that 1t shoul
be my humble privilege to serve both in another, I
trust that my purity of motives is not inferior to his.
But whilst )I'u- has steered his prosperous bark on
yielding tides and with avoring winda as one of the
approved and cherisbed greal men of his country, it
has been my lot, though a citize* of the same coun-
try, to have been occupied in propelling the little
skill entrusted to my charge, in a direction gene-
ratly adverse to the current, whether of wind or tide.
General Cosg faa Benntyr—lam, beforethe law, only
& private citizen. 1 am also an ecclesissiic of the
holy Catholic Church, even an unworthy prelate,
The duties and speculations of our distinet depart-
ments afnpartain to such divergent relstjons, al-
though lntended to promote ultimately the same
beneficial ends we have in view, that any con-
MX in regurd to them must necessarily appear
to the American people and to the civilized worll as
an extraordinary eveat, especially under the consti-
tational charter of our own beloved conntry, which
has so wisely for its circumstances, elimwmated reli-
gious questions (rom the deliberations of Congress.
That my name, or any views of mine inan inci-
dontal leialnhoujil have attracted sueh serions at.
tention on the part of General Casa, or to any other

P"W:ﬂm statements,

statements of neosssarily

with the ons themselves; and

am R , before ‘:?ln ﬁ-ﬂ'i‘?“:
pecple oa sen _ advoca
e

in that he s an immediate judgment against
me at the tribunal of what he calls the “nineteenth
century,” “‘the spirit of the uge,” “‘public seati-
ment,” and above all, the opinion of the great A me-
rican publie. This is not fuir. 1 have great res)

for the American people; but even a SBenator of the
United Etates onfmot to attempt the extinguish-
ment of honorable munhood in any citizen by wav-
ing in his face the threat and danger of his incur
ring the frown of even the great American people,
For the e of this argument it is not necessary
that I shoul Ltlﬂi.lr :lh_ut !'llmru of 1:;!.!:9:- Bu:gt eir-
cumstances required it, | am quite prepared to meet
the jssue with which the Benator would indirecily
intimidate me, and to inpur without & murmur, in
regard to any question now discussed between us,
the frown of people, rather than incur the frown
and reproach of my own conscience.

e Bonorablo Sepatar han rorreseated me 31 ot
te i}ﬂng to - beiween This dountry

and the Grand Little Dochy of mea‘y. This wus
not falr. 1 made no Mm&&onﬂ sguinst this country.
I merely suggested that civil governments, onr own
included, are sometimes nnable to escape difflculties
such ae have sent the Madiai from Florence, avcord-
ing to law, and driven unprotected ladies from
their dovecot in Charlestown, in Massachusetts

agninst law, into common banishment. Genemf
Cnss thinks that, inssmoch as the banishment

Senator, is to me rather a humilistion than a pride. | of the Madial was according to law in Tuos
The circumstance brings me, as o citizen, inls an | enny, sud thot of the Ursulines against law

apparent collision with a Senntor

1 am not dis- | and by violence, the comparison {8 wonderfull

posed to waive either my rights as a citizen, or sac- | against Tuscany and in our favor. 1 belleve direct!

principles as u patriot and o man, simply | the reverse. The lawa of

rifioe m;
becanse tide of American public opinion muy be
turned agninst me.  Neither om 1 prepared, on the
other hand, to say one word in mainta ning m,\r{m-
pition, which, considerivg my age and rank in the
charoh, might give apparent sanotion to thiat grow-
ing irreverence which }:- becoming so prevalent in
this sge, whether as it relates to pre-emicenge
civil, ecelesiastical, socinl, domestic, or zenatorial.
To my utter astonishment, Gen, Casa think= that
his name was first brought into my letter without
any cause or occasion having been presented on his
part. Iehall perhaps best discharge my daty in
reference 1o this by rrivin;,-. A briel statement of the
circumstinces which 1 thonght warranted me in
nsing the name of General Cass. The eircam-

stances were these: A man and his wife, named |

¥y hod made known
dw all 'puaxﬁw befm“ lh'::}d, i-‘lllalt the m?lhuhuwnt of
omestic conventicles for the purpose of proselytiz-
ing the subjecta of the Grand B A of
lished religion, wonld be visited with the judicial de-
clxions of the estublished courts, and would be fol-
luwed, on conviction of parties, with the penalties
which the law had in such cases provided. Here
there was at least fuir notice given beforchand.
The Commonwealth of Mussachusetts, on the other
gide, had proclaimed to all the inhabitants of the
land that property, reputation and life woull be
sife under the rhield of her sovereign protestion,
unless in the case thut all or either should be fir-
feited nccording to law and justice applicable to the

case. The Madiai of Florence hud wot been de- |

ceived by the laws of the conntry under which they

Madiai, had been arrested in Florence. They hal | lived. The nuns of Charlestown, in regard to the

been tried according to the laws ol their conntry,
and condemned to the peunlty which the said
had provided against pecsons oToadic
had done. The report < Lueir
the newesparr; of England and Al

rw

| lnws of the country in which they had confided,
td laws | were deceived. The latter, without having incurred
W 1::.95::l | even a reprouch, much less an impeashment or trial
reaene

Wwas, thal | tnal, were driven from their own home in violation

by jury, or judicial sentence consequent on such

1-".‘.‘7_11»1! been imprisoned merely for owning and | of law, their property destroyed—the very graves
reading their Bible. 1t was natural, and even | of theirde ed sisters desecrated. What then ?
honorsble, that all men, whether Catholics or | Oh,rays Gen. Cass, “thnat was o mob.” My aniwer
Protestants, should fecl and munifest their abhor- | is, “So much the worse for his side of the compari-
rence for the dispropoition between the alieged | gon.” The State of Muo:suchusetts onght not to

erime and the positive pesalty. A meeting of

gympathy was conveued and held In this city. The |

undersigned, with a view to learn the real fucts of
the caee, attended that meeting. The speakers on

have allowed those ladies to spemd thelr money in
building a house, and ecuflding their sufety and pro-
perty to the high promise of ita sovereizn protec-
tion, if the State of Massachusetta felt it-elf inca-

the occasion vitupersicd the Pope of Rome. the | pablo of protecting them. But although in an

monks of Italy, the frinrs, the Jesuits, and the
Catholica everywhere,  The ouly person  or

country in the world it may happen, as it
| has bappened in nearly all, that & mob may

party that was treated with a decent share of mode- | have violated the lawa, still, when order

ration was the Grand Duke of Tuscany, Towards i

tion complimentary to General Cass, as o bright
articular

the middle of the proceedings the following resolu-

#tar shining out from the dark heavens of
uman nature, which the orators had been deserib-
ing, was proposed and carried by acclamation:—
Resclved, 4. That this moeting firmly believes that it in
the duty of the government of the United States to pro-
toat all pur citizens in their religious rights, whilst re.
siding or sojourning in firelgn lnnds, approves in Lthe
fullost manner of the noble attempt of a distinguished
Senator from Michigan, (Gen. Cass,) to cull the attention

of the government and the public 1o this important sub- |

joot; nnd entertaing the confident hope that this govern.
ment will speedily rocure to ita citizens, by the express
gl pulstions of intervutional treaties, the right Lo wor.
ship God according to the dictates of their conscience, in
every foreign land —N, 1 Jimes, Jan 8, 1853

from the Pope downwards, had received at the lips
of the orators, it did strike me as somewhat strange
that the above resolutivn should have been intro-

. The question thatarose in my mind was,

duced
“How came it there!"” The circumstance, however, |

seemed to me to be a suflicient reason for re-
ferring to Geperal Cass, by name, in a letter
which I wrote some time after. I have
pscertained since that the Reverend Doctor
Baird, who might be called the chiel conductor
of the Mudiai meeting, was found ina shoit tune
afterwards perlectly conversant with the procewd-
inge going on in 1he Senote touching religious |3 it
ters d. He is reported to have procliimed in
the Hall of the American Institute in Baltimore, on

the 17th Febiuary, 1853, that Mr. Underwood, s],
BSepator, had doné him the honor ¢f reading his |
(Mr. Underwoed's) report on the subject referred |

restored, such sovercign State having pledged
iteelf to protect personal rights, ought to be
E;epared to make such puny reparations as wouald

possible, with a view to vindicate its own charac-

ter of rovereignty. Massachusetts has neither Sro-
tected nor has she compensated. General Cass
thinks that reparation should have been made. This
shows the benevolence of liix heart, But the outrage
has been on record in the public annals of the conn-
try and of the world for the list twenty years, and
oven General Casa had never before betrayed, so fur
as I am nware, the secret of his kind sympathies to
the poor Indies of Charlestown. Neither has any of
the great men of Massachusetts, so far as has come
to my knowledge, expressed publicly such sympa-
thy lor them. Mi. Everett, or his great predecessor
1 %‘l}l. ‘;G'e'ltsalcr. r;luu]; l]l:ﬁ bhl.‘lemlm{’lnr the eonvent at
view of the lampooning which all Catholics ‘harlestown, has hardly been a
n Lt s | 8 lueality from which it would be possible to look on
the Bunker Hill monument without having at the
same time within the range of his vision the black

e to find himself in

walls and the ruins of Mount Bevedict. | have a

vague recollection that Mr. Everett did on one ocea-
| #lon muny years ago,reler to the subject in language
of regret, but if | am not mistaken in my memo-

ry he alleged on that oceasion that by fulse zeal

the convent had been raised, and by fulse zeal it had
been destioyed—thereby ignoring all distinetion be-
tween acts loyally and hopestly done in faith of pro-
tection from the sovereignty of the State, and wcts

done in violation of the State’s luws and contempt |
of its authority.

It may be cosily imagined with what greater
pleasure’ ] shall be able to find points of agreement
with my own principles of couvietion in the no-
parently hostile views of Gen. Cass than points of di-

to, before reporting it to the Sennte, nud that he | Vergrney or autogonism. And strange a+4 it may

(Dr. Baird) approved of it. That report, il ever
blished, I have not been able to fiud, bat | think

t not improbable that sich report would have been

in coneequence of Wie reference of a petition trom
the Maryland Baptist Union Association, which
General Uass bad so eloquently recommended to the
s viate committee in a speech deliverad Jan, 3,
1863, four daye previous to the Madiai meeting.
The petition ullnded to bad reference especially

to the condition of the Baptists under the Protestant |

overnment of Prussia, A reference to this subject
found in a senatorial document, published from
the files of the Department of State, and designated
8. Doe. 60. A letter from our Minister at Berlin,
. Barnard, dated Jan. 31, 1853, addressed to Mr.
Everelt, Becretary of State, gives an uceount of his

®

+

guccess in attempting to obtain toleration for |
ant subjects of the Protestant government to |

difference between the  distingaished Seaator aad
myself, in regurd to nine-tenths of his goeal speech.
A lurge portion of it is an agsertion, or rather reite-
rwtion of patriotic and libersl feelings with which
every true American is, as a matter of e rse, sap-
otcil to be imbued. Among his countrymen the

nator from Michigan bas acquired an honorable
eminence by his well known patriotism, benevo-
lence of heart, zeal for the advancemeat of his
country’s intereste, and profound respect for reli-
ion, wil which bave been generally m:knnwledfud
f nut universally appreciated. His speech will be
very much abr if we put aside all that he bas
snig developing by implication these noble atiri-
butes of his own personal feelinga and character,
Neither shall 1 offer one word of apology for the
real or supposed crimes insinuated in his speech

which he was accredited. Taking this docament in | 8gninst foreign Btates, whether Catholie or Pro-
connection

with what has gone before, there would

, namely: Mr. Barnard, Mr, Cass, Rev. Dr,
, ind Mr. Underwood. The truth of facts, and
racy of memory among the parties, iz not
means so perfect. Mr. Barnard plends for

of !"ﬂmlgo who are Baptists; Mr. Caws for
religions rights of Americans who go abroad;
. Baird, for international treaties, to secure such
- Mr. Case, not for treaties, but for nn amin-

HE

g
:

i

£

r. Underwood, as having covered the whole
by previously reading his report to Dr. Baird,
approved of it even betore it was submitted to
Eenate,

trust it will be, as it ever has been, the pleasing
hz;n well as right of the Executive Department
pod—

i

= 1

ment, to interpose ita kind and conr-

with other State sovereignties in dis-

suading from acts of oppression likely to shock the
of humanity al arge. But for this purpose, I

on i# unnece<sary; and, under the oir-
cumatances, | vastly prefer the form of puiigry pre-
sented Madiai meeting to that which General

i

ut
©nss has broached in his senatorial place. The for- |
mer

goes for U
thing is to be done in the matter; the latter 4
for our representatives abroad with g:ff—
y -national, seml-religlons, semi-
o::t, ml-humwimmn. and, ir m,jho al-
Yowed expression, semieverything, an et

definite. This, 1 trust, w)Il.l be ret:eivullyby

reaties, and I go for treaties, if any-

It

reneral Cass as a sufficient apology for my having |

Jptroduced his name into my letter.

to be a perfect harmony of benevolent feelinga |
_the distingnjshed persons copnected with |

lomatic, offi clons, and anofficial interference | 3
hml;f:ror :g!;\:eﬂu: religions rights; | Catholics call the consecration, by religious rites,

| testant, for their want of decent hamanity

regurding the burial of the dead within their
limitsa. In all those Stutes, I take it for grant-
ed there are many things as well as this, which
might be advantageously reformed. I would onl

obecrve, that Protestants sojourning in Catholic
countries, can hardly elaim privileges, which, il of-
fered in_ their own, they would not choose to ac-
cept. They do not believe in Yrayeru for the dead,
and the attendance of Catholic clergymen at the
obeequies of the departed has invarisble refercoce
to that belief. Neither do they believe in what

of Catholic cemeteries. Heuce, in their own coun-
try they prefer to be interred in commen ground

| not consecrated. 1 do not see, therefore, any solid
| reason for its being insisted on that they shonld be

buried in conseerated ground when they are abroad,
in Catholic countries, since the very wea of such a
thing never enters into their mind in their native
laud, If the following exhibit a correct estimate of
what American  Protestants  believe regardin

| Catholics, one might infer that the former woul
| bave no desire to be interred wimong such pagans,

either at home or ubroad:—

THE PRESSTIERIANS VA, THR ROVAN CATHOLIOL
The Presbyterian Genernl Assembly, (new school,

sitting at Philadelphin, on Thursday, had under consi. |

deration & report from & special committes on “‘Poplsh
Baptism "’ ‘g:: report was read by Dr. Hatfieldl The
question snbmitied for the
1ee wan as follows:—

“In the sdministration of what is denominatel hap-

ticn of the commit-

| lism in the Howan Catholic Chiurch 1o be recogaized as

Christinn baptism?’?
The committes sald the dispensstion of baptism b

| ollier than regular ordained ministers had besn departe

[n my letter, to whioh General Cass takes such | from by the Romish ohurch. The commities soncludes

exceptiona, J stated that, if our American Congress |

:

itself in much questions to be seen to hy
our representatives abroad, I feared that such inter-
ference would be reganled by foreign governmenta
drivelling. 1 was not then aware that what | an-
s & probable contingency, had already be-

eome s historical fact. It appears from Mr. Bar-

communication, that u letter addressed by |

1o the King of Prussia, confided to a distin-

hed hand, hiad been returned to him—the party
clin the l'ﬂ-pnmihilil.{ﬂof preseuting it. ln-
ween our minister and the King and the

private secretary, subsequently took place;

and it is smusing to percelve with what smiability
of Wh& and his secretary lowered
down M En :
more courteous ¢ purpose of

out an intruder, All this has been sabstan-

tially recorded by our Minister himself; and I can
trandate the correspondence in no other sense

d
in eourteons language well |

his private l
known o y, and with reflned manners, be-
femen on both sides, had said to

gent
, “"Mr. American Minister, will you | jo.4_

have the kindness to mind ﬁnr awn business?"
Now, :.: eitizen of the Uni mﬂum}, 1 ahon|l°:l be
sorTy our foreign representatives, by an
Intive rule, should ever e obliged to leave i1 in
mw:r royalty to lower them down in &
Tke this.
If under the sincere profession of respect for the

character, services, and position of Genernl Cass, |

‘which
that may be said by me in this weiting ap-
variance with that profession, | trust that |
knowa me too
am of

already been tendered, it should happen

i to belicve for o moment that

,-J.E- the obligation of spesking frankly,

limits ries; ribes, | com- |
gy ’.R.::" - | Cass has been ¢xceedingly infelicitous in one of the

uw:«:m. but hehnTclo:: me

He preseited as caption

to the Freeman's Jowrnal, n caption whlcﬁmz
at

not mine at all. And this circumstance leads me
to foar that time did not him to read attens
Y cant aa it was, which

v the document,
proch professes to review. Again, whenever
it quote iy own identical words, but pry:

ister. Diplomacy never em- |

has
at
ple ot o thing, sud inten lin
saying one , dud inten [
*mlhm. Yﬂf hin wpeech hn;.E im- |

that the Remish chureh is no longer a church of Christ,
but & synagogue of Satnn. The Pupe 14 considersd the
anti-Clirigt.  The tendency of the Foplsh chureh ia 10

| eatallich the power of the I* *pe in ol parts of ths werk,

in opposition to the ehnreh anid retigion of Christ  The
formn of the chorel of Rome were considered mamme.
ries by the committee, The latter, in concludlon, says—
““Iho ministers of the ehareh of Home ire oyt anthor
ieed to mdmicister the eacraments ordained by Christ
our Lord, (o the gospel, and 1hat the slministration
what |= cenominatel baptism in the Roman Catholie
<hureh i not 1o be recoguized as Christion baptism. '

The report was signed by Edwin ¥. Hatfie1d, D, D, and
saml. H. Cox, the majority of the commities

Frof. Smith, the third member of the commities, anb
mitted a minority report, differing from the views of the
majority, nod taking tbe T;‘:M‘ that Papal baptism s
walid. o arguments of mujority were replied to 1n
detail in the minority . The winority desms« it im-
politie to urge o wx Ly dilferences which will fucther
ali-nate the Catholic from Frotestantism

reports were accoptod, ana A dehate epaned,

upon & wotion made by Dr. Waterbury, to adopt th re
port of the majority. At 1% e'clock, a motion Ly {nidel-
nitely postpone. was negatived.

The Rev. Mr. Riley suomitted the follewing resolation
aran amendwent 1o the mollon to postpune the sub.

Resolved, That In viow of the great divarsity of opin-
jon nnd of practico o the Vresbyterian charch, on the
“bi ot of Poplah baptiom, snd In view of previoas action
of the assimily, ¢ will be inexpediont for the present as-
nrt:'l_- ;ﬂ !a'h nrlﬂr;: in the “|"|u .

v, I Lyninlard oppossd the adopilon ma-
}‘uil.r yeport, ano boped the matter would be lait with
the con . rmeck of those who were to be banafittea by it.

Mr. T e, of Clereland, durine a speech upon bap-
Limm, #ic ) that If he was » minister, he would teil his
floek the whole truth, and that is, it they believed not
upon the Lord Jesus Christ they would be dumned. He
did believe that baptism was essential to salvation

The debate was continued up o the hour of sdjourn-
mwent.—N, V. Espress.

Leaving the above specimen of liberality to speak
for iteelf, | must be permitted to say that Senator

examples by which he wounld illustmte the hard-
shipa of American Protestants in Catholic countries
in regard to this matter of Christian barial, He
felis s of o Protestant who was at the point of
denth gt Son Diego, and who was 8o anxions to be
biried oo consecrated place of sepalture, that he
comsulivd the Ameriesn minister ns o whether he
plaveld Wt wake n prolession of Catbolicikm with &

Joet one; o fi

!

Thimea.

which he carries ito

men a8 he.”

permitted,
the privilege of unnl}'xlug
;mi!x‘wﬂ Senntor. 1 thin

task

which he ba

against its

| which Mr. Crss
| parts of his &

. From
mm inference is,

the poor
cume #incerely a Catbolic,
do, or died nm.am to his
sacrificing

aud his God,
4 grave.

think the Senator from Michigan has been still
more unfortunatein hisallusion to some distin
EW in n,sn&-pmd to be a woman, il not &
¥

dy. 1 hope the publ

taken.

w'ft under the
qu

public as

a)mvlb!e. weight;
mst, no ,bl‘l'ehad;hd.h{

sion to them.
The first person whose

this esrth, was n woman.
humble, but to me she was a great hdyxy.nm ]

gueen and empress.

earliest friend, visible, palpable rdian angel.
If she smiled ;?Jymrll m]nl g o
Parudise ghed on my benrt. isap-
proval, it secmed like a partial or total eclipse
of the sun. Gratitude for all ber kindness to me,
nchy from the estab- | tompels me to enter my humble
protest against any rash jodgment de, g
of her sex, who hae not the benefit of trial or
gelf-defence. For this reason, as well as for othera,
ecessary that 1 should adduce, I
take the liberty of gaying that I, for one, do not be-
lieve the ?tm‘;:om of I‘\‘ﬁu Mndtun th{l.m:fn foiy
aper is the me wer organ in W
Ewl: kind, either :.]:a destroy or build u
ter ar any cause, whether public or private. If God
should ever permit the noble,
verted capacities of the 1

which it is not n

the

¢ will excuse me for not refer-
vingg to his language, since he himself avows in
oty Dot 2 i this Gt o was ok Tmia
fegusting.” In en, wad not m
4 Tr‘ he had spoken as of his own knowledge,
even on this r.lni{ﬁ
would dispute his !aaﬂinm
authority of the London Times.
paper, however, instead of givi
immm t to this assanlt upon woman, allowed
it to paes into universal circulation from the leaden
lins of his iron hearted journal. Nor could he have
libaglned that afy haan,
Benator, would repeat what
pressure of some grave necessity, re-
ring that for ends of public justice,
of womun, as well as of man

The editor of that

has made no allu-

naintance I made on
er pretensions were

it was ns a ray from

but oftentimes per-

wrong couse to & perfect equality with a right
| enuse; an unjust cause to a perfect level with a
cause to an equalit
such are the immense resources wi
srocuring, in regard to all canses, the very kind of |
nformation from abroad which it desires, and such
its gigantic powers in manipulating (if 1 can use the
term) this terrible Anglo-Saxon tongue of ours, that
the feat of destroying in the min
all distinetion between right and wron
accamplished by the London Times,
that it is more disposed to embrace & wrong cause
instead of o right than any of its cotemporaries : I
only suggest that ite powers of maintuining » wrong
cause are greater than theirs, and the temptations
to do so will be graduated according to the scale of
its [mwers.
It has been my pleasant duty when in Ei
different times within the last fourteen or
years, 10 defend, according to my feeble ability, not
only our American institutions,but also our individ,
statceroen, ngainst the testimony of the London |
In its issme of February 7, 1842, it charges
one of the latter with “ audacious unfairness of argu- |
ment"— it charges that * to attempt to fight under
fulse colors, to pervert and misrepresent with akind |
of bowing and scraping appearauce of candor, is a
characteristie of his composition.” It sneers at his |
designating iteell as a *‘high authority"—It does |
“not know whether most to admire at the audacit
of his misrepresentation or at the admirmble cool-
nees, the innocent, ﬂaentlemnly superiority with
L' In its ivsue of Junvary 9th,
1246, it describes the same American statesman and
Lis supporters as “‘the noisy d
tion”—it hopes that “*the republic of
sunk so low as to be driven into hostilities by such
In its issue of Feb
fion is made to the same Ame
though his name is not mentioned, as “*one who pan-
ders to a sanguinary passi
Now _this American statesman is no other than
Genernl Cass, And this is th i
chusen witness

od againet her, who can reject it us against the

snator trom Michigan? 1 be
dignantly as
General Unes, he h

that ri

Now if the conscience of the individual is supreme
and the law of the land of any count
also, which supremacy shall give way
These are the premises Inid
but unfortunately he has left the conclusions to be
drawn from them, respectively to destroy or annihi-
late each other. His idea of conscience
is a supcrior and indestructible, independent, moral
faculty inthehuman soul,cnabling every man to dis-
tln¥u h and choose between what seems to him good
and evil, but that conscience gives right to the indi-
yidual to act out or manifest in words or decds
its interior dictates, On the other band, he arms
the eivil authoritics of all countries with the me-
knowledged right to control outward actions; so that |
by confounding outward actions with conscience lt-
#elf, e betrays nnd hangs over fhat sagred £o1
: ple to be judged of aud costrolled by mi
| und civil governments. His first ebullition 1n favor |
of conwclence is the proclumation that lis p
““not mereJB- to protect o Catholie in a Protestan
rotestant in a Catholic country, n Jew
in a Chilstian country, but an American in all
conutries.” General Cass |
act in rrf‘md to this subject, ou the ground of
tinciple is neither Catholic nor

is
country, a

ciple,

nor Jewish nor Christiun—at least in the sense in
| which it has been employed by him. Prineiple, if |
any thing, i= nniversal. And since General Coss has |
atiributed to what he calls an Ainerican, something |
like a special prerogative, he ought to show some |
unds why an American, here classiled under the |
ean of religious denomications, should have any
special or exceptional preference. Four religions
denemivations mre mentioned, namely: Catholie,
'rotistaut, Jew and Christian,

General Cuse may explan,

he ‘{rmclahm himese
un

he necording to the .anhh conscience
, severnl consequencos
had tried to guard azainst in other
vch must necessarily follow. Every
element of rove-
the rights of conscience
| are supreroe, and an Ameriean is to be
eVETY W in ueting out its dictates, then the sove-
reignty of such nation must
relgnty of his conscience. W
reigntics nie immediately in contliet, Which shall |
yield to the other® If thie sovereignt:
mmljt!t“ way to the sovercignty of the individoal
rovided that Individua] Le an American, then let
Pom;rn sovereign Stutes hide their diminished heads,
for it is olivious that two rival soverelgnties cannot
both prevail in the some State.  Then, If that be the
cnee, 28 the Benator seems (o onticipn
claim at once that all the nations of the enrth
lh&snnprﬂhﬂy annexed to the United
nd the evidence of the occasion

If this doctrine ean

nation hos the real or sul
reiguty within itself, Bot

on."

inst some unprotected
siding beyond the Pyrenées. If the

!

make ¥ decent and proper and for their own
b g they mﬂm their flags,
Appearance so American on

M:- The oaly trouble in conmection with
this Mmh.wﬁ we define our
rights hastily, 48 regards a principle or an
international boundary line, it myﬂillnnypen that
.Mbg{.uhd more, we may be com:
pelled to lesn. Whether sa pr{chon
{{uuwmglktnlﬁuil iuw:n m'nul:rthn
requires two or more parties to make a fm.
It must be within the recollection of Genernl Cass
Mal‘ewlmn we had fixed a northwestern
on which we had determined to stand

or fall. 'But this was before the consent of the other
party bad been obtalned; and when the matter

nliai:tom two

ce, to dictate or prescribe to th
subjects what ghall believe. In that part of
great the pleasure to agree with

tly the reverse. juriste and the gov-
nmmts{hnhunnduth real of his cen:
sure were of his own school. A o of

arrogance and
impiety of civil governments dicta to their peo-
g‘lgu what they nﬁl believe,
lieve, be makes, without, hape, being awarc
of it, an exception in favor of g:hnm governments,
down, at least, to the period of the reformalion.
The civil laws of those countries were, in many re-
gpects, exclnsive and intolerant, Bat, , ginoe all
{?:rl might use the word all, though occasional ex-
ceptions arose,) were of the rame faith, and had no
desire to change, the laws were enbstantially inno-
cuous in the absvnce of objects on whom they mﬁ:
be executed. Then came the reformation.
reformuation resulted in the formation of States on
the anti-Catholic or Protestant basls. In these the
form of the new religion was determined on by the
civil governments. [ am not aware of a single
Catholic State—except, perhaps, it be Spain—which
has since zumi any laws especially directed
ngainst ants. On the other hand, [ do not

| know a single Protestant State in which the govern-
hin its reach for

ment dil not attempt, and carry out by special laws,
thoee very acts which General Cass so eloguently
derounces, When General Cass finds jurists sus-
taining such pretended rights of the civil govern-
ments, he may be surethat they do not belong to the
school of Bt. Thomas Aquinos, or Buarez, or the
other greéat publicities that have been so numerous
in the Catbolic Church. These were men who
never put on the rfhilosopher’s cloak with the view
of playing the t

whether civil or ecclesiastical, from the same su-

Ereme and eternal source. They flattered neither |

ings nor ‘reople. They feared God, and feared few
Lesides,

or ruler in such govertment is of human right. And
if it had been poesible for General Cass to have con-
sulted their pages, he would have discovered that
they maintained the rights sud dignity of human
niat;ue from the highest to the lowest member of so-
ciety,
Tﬁm is no difference hetween General (ass’s con-
ception of consclence as 0 morsl facalty and mine.
He, however, betrays the rights and liberty of con-
science, as I understand it, by identll‘fl‘: this mo-
ral freulty with the outward actions w are sup-
posed to manifeet its dictates from within, Nocivil
government that ever existedhas or ever had either
the right or the power, physical or moral, to coerce
or extinguish man's conscience. It is beyond the
reach of government. They might as well attempt
to pass laws regulating the exercise of memory, as
regulating the decisi of man’s i This
freedom of conscience, however, General Cass has

identified with outward action, and on the other |
hand, by recognizing the rights of civil government |

to control the outward actions of men, he has be-
tratycd conseience iuto the hands of the magistrate.
Al law has for ohjects either 08 or

leave to reject it In-
t both or either; but as it pffects
a8 cut himsell off from the privi-
lege of rejecting by having endorsed in the Senste of
the United States the testimouy of a chosen witness,
who has described his character in terms so litile
flattering.
The potions of General Cass's speech with which |
Iom mes pleared are his quotations from jurists,
whither their names be Pullendorl or Vattel.
| them there is no eonfusion of ideas, although Vattel
compluins of such confusion as being oue ol the diffi
appear fosome, 1 am persnaded that there is no | cultics aguinst which jurists and publicists bave to
contend. Besides this, 1 could hardly desire better
argumer % to refute Generul Coss thun he himsel? |
T hud the patience anil industry to produce. 1ftime
*n‘huu!d enjof asa pleasaut recreation |
the speech of the distin-
it would be no difficult
means of a critical distribution or rather
classifieation of his arguments pro. and con., to prove
thut the ill-digested parts of the complex subject
taken in hand, are on the whole
equally balanced, that if each could be logi
ranged, under its own appropriste head, and
set off, ncsording to its own weight and measure
posite, the several positions of this
great production would be found so mutually effec-
tive in their destruction of each other, that no
tive result would remain, except that General
is, what everybody knows, & statesman of
nevolence, having a great respect for the
penple, eapecially the majority.
TLE Benator from Michigan ma
acy of individual conscience, but he nollifies that so-
remncy according to his definition of conscience, by
ﬂmitiuglthe right to follow its dictates,and subjecting
it to rolibition of law, human or divine.

intains the suprem- |

own by General Casa,

This nomenclature
: Its terms, theologically
considered, are, st lenst, intelligible,
cimes to rank an American as o representative of a
fifth sect. 1 really do not understand what he means,
It an American, a2 such, has a right to protection
in all countries, why not also s Enropenn, an Asistic,
or an Afrlcan? It -eems, according to him, that re-
ligious denominations, in general, should be treated
by condescengion with kin iness in all conntries; but
| when a man profesees the American religion, which
| General Cass has not explained, such a man has
pre-eminent right to special protection everywhere
—tbat whereever he appears in foreign Iands the
sovercignty of the State, in regard to all questions
appertaining to ru]iﬂwn. must fall back the moment
an American. And it shall be |
orstood that when he arrives on the shore of such |
country, with & full measare of American atmos-
phere, American sunbeams, and American religion
sceording to Mr. Cass, sufficient for his consumption
during the period of his %ﬁ-ﬂu{t
| ing within that ecuntry, he shall
‘ ’i'tnf aud do what he thinks

ve wiy to the sove-

things, or acts; and beyond these human al.nlai.ion
cannot go, Consclence, according to my iis

does not come within the reach of law, but as un-
derstood nnd represented :fv General Cass, he hands
it over into the domain civil lﬂowrnmuut. and
vonlounds it with thinge over w

menthas an‘knn‘ledi! hts and legitimate Em'-
er of interference. | am bound therefore to vindi-

cate tke liberty of conscience in reply to the dan- |

gerous doctrines of General Caes.

When the early Christisus appealed to the Roman
Emperors through the Apologus of their Justing
ond Turtullions, pleading for liberty of conscience,
they did not thereby claim the right to do all the
g oi in outward actions which their consciences
would have approved. Theypleaded that they
might not be compelled to do any act which the

law of God and the law of their consciences had |

forbidden. At one time, for instauce, some glorious
con‘esror of the Christian name was called upon
by the civil magistrate to offer sacrifice to the
Ingan ls. He refused, because he had a higher

aw in his conscience. What then: He was put |

to depth—he became s martyr. At ancther time,

some tender Christiau virgin was required to sacri- |

fice her chastity—she refused, and was sent to the
wild bensts. In some instances, indeed, torture
caused the Christian to fail, and to obey men rather
than God. But in all this, which i an extreme
case, bnd the whole strength of the Roman empira
power to destroy the *‘rights of conscience,” the
“liberty of conscience,” the *freedom of sonscience™
in the heart of either of these glorious martyrs, or
this suppored apostate? Assuredly not. General
Cass thinks that if the “senticnt being” is exposed
to phyeical sufferings, the freedom of conscicnce is
in great danger, if not absolutely lost. Every one
kn sws that this is an erroncous position. It is only
when human wenkness yields to sulfering in such

. circumstances, that couscience nsserts her highest

Ktt\:tr- The individual feels himself degrade] in
own estimation. Conscience told him, at the
mement of bis yielling t- a sinful compliance,
muking his declarastion contrary to hers, that he
was o Puse hypocrite; and that same conacience did
not fail to vindicate the sovereignty by her con-
tinued frowns and reprouches.

Genernl Cass bas not taken the pains to distin-
guith the whole office of couscience. It may be ex-
pressed in brief words: The whole doty of man is
to " avoid evil and to do good.! Now, alt

evil and good are relative tem:‘!:nd not judged of |

at all times and in all places by same standard,
nevertheless, consclence i the faculty whereby the

distinctiog s A U
it 1 o fhn. He mnﬂn%m 3;.13 :

nﬂiggln; God, and offending his own conscience.
Ancihier thing may nprr good, and there i= no
obligation on him fo do it, even though his con.
sclence approve, unless the circumstances warrant
its performance. The deulzﬁne says, " Honor thy
father and thy mother.”” This is an afirmative pre
cept, which requires that, at proper times, and in
rojer circumstances, we shall honor our parenta,
t does not reguire that we should be always thus
oceuied, ** Thou shalt not steal.”” This is a nega-
tive precept, aud there is no time, or place, or cir-
cumelavee in which it is lawful for us to steal. So,
ir the order of negative precepts, n man may not do

w thout sin any act which the voloe of his conscience |
tlls bim i» wrong. He may, indeed, have an |

iriunenus conscience, and be mistaken as to the

intrirsic morality of the act: but still, until his |

contcince shall have been enlightened, or, as
Lerern) Cass expresses it, © improved,” he muost
wbiv e by ite dictates, and avoid duing what it has
rultd to be uplawful, Hence, if any Protestant,
Anciicsn or not, who, travelling or sojourning
in 0 Catholic State, should be called npon by
the civil power to make a declaration or to do an
uct which his conscience condemns, he cannot
comply. Let us suppose him to be required to swear
that e believes in the 'ope's m?m:mcy. Being a
Protestant, his conscience will oblige him to refnse.
Aud if, in convequence of this refusal, E.hyslml tor-
ture Le upplicd, one of two thin prpen—that
he will sulier the torture and be to conscience,
or that be will betray conscicnce by swearing to a
lie. 11 anything of this kind should be attempted in
a Oatholic’ country, or any act required which a
American’s congcience ned, General Cass will
find me rendy to vole for the emrluymnl of the
Ameriean army and navy to punish that mation
which would implously dare to commit so unlawful
on ovtrnge. Not because the man’s conscience had
becn violated, for that is impossible, but becausze the
law of such country would have gone beyond the
bounderies of all human law, since relate not to
the taculties of the human soul, but to outwar. per
sops, things und acts, And as the person here sup-
¢d would have done no act bringing him under
¢ lnw, his ﬂth. of person would have been violat-
ed, nnd it would become lawful for his country to
fnftict mﬂign punishment on the nation or parties
it while 5o ciel rth
ut, while no civil government or on en
hos a 1ight to requite that & man n-?x::mmi or
immotlgact. it docs not by any means follow that
goveinments are hound to n man to act ont-
wardly what lils conscience tells lim is good. Inthe
ore case his conscience decides for himselfuloae: n
the other case its dictates wonld him to de-
doing what supposes rood,

cide for others,
whether it be suitable for others or Here elvil |
gevenments have 8 to come in and say, Lot |

us peo about that.” have a right aleo to refor
O e A T S et tot e
h vnee iires
Lintodo some 8¢t forbidden by the law, bat get

bune either towards their coun- |
trymen or their race. They were men who de- |
tived their prineiples of human law, of government, |

‘hey were not the men. who wrote of the |
divine right of kings. They held that government |
is by divive right, but that the individnal sovereign |

netion, |

ch that govern- |

by applying *“figures, which never
ogbu.lel and ?nl Revelations, and
8u

e o o e
¢ "
ﬂs‘;:‘éoe‘]la ety oo
B}

do‘vjm from some

1t powers, to human
fiaﬁlln of theirs to judg:v
what
faculty of conecience a8 understood

I]Dt," BAYR, gy
nor every ebullitio

the Eu.li-lnmn, however ho
}hl can lay claim

presum,

Tal
with the Just conatitution of society,

tivus dictates

properly regulated
n their just sphere.’” Here (iauoral
rom individual conscience the v
had claimed for it elsewhere, and
legialator, to determine

is to be regarded asa v
ixst ﬁt.nsb:anwtl.h the jus
otherpa Pwlﬁon
udge of aman's T
imsell. However, I find such mutual contradiction
General Cass, as he touches now on
one topic and now on another, that it may become
necescary for me hereafter to examine
more in specific detail.  As it is now
fore me in thirteen or fourteen colomns of
ington Globe, its dimensions horizo
{n t:lllo order of lu}xtl:h u:iullihmdt-h. become abso-
utely appalling. Its depth is
—it chilit eould wade through
sions would be its height, and in that sense it may
be mdy duty to analyze this immense mountain of
words ; 80 [ shall discover the

in the phrases of

and if in dein
smallest mound of soun
sense or philosophical states
shall have the benefit of the discovery. I cannot,how-
ever, close this communieation,
, &8 in proof of my
illustrations adduced by Gen. Cass
in suppart of his. He refers to epochs in the civil wars
that resulted from the reformation in Germany and
in France. And because the word liberty of conscience
is said to have been granted to the Protestants i
both countries by their respective sovereigns, General

that my idea of liberty of con-

science i refuted by its ha been
ties, according to General
“Universal History, Vol. 26,
surprised that this very

without refi
of the histori

Cass seems to tl

from the very beginnin
tie exercise of that free
lic church and became Protestants,
willnot deny this—that freedom of consciencethe;
all the civil wars which e

in the truce referred to by
| him. It was in the exervise of that freedom of con-
science which waas theim,
arms; and if it had been theirs d
how can Genernl Cass say that it was onl
them by the sovereign in
the profound, but apparently simple maxim in law,
fius meum esse, non
what is mine, cannot become more mine.
years freedom of conscience was theirs already, and
according to this maxim could not become more
theirs. Now, if it was theirs already, I would ask
for General Onss and ** Universal
History,” how could it become more theirs
graut of others! Conse
" Umversal History™

else than freedom of conscience. It must mean that
they shiould be allowed to retain whateveradvantage,
| wiether of property or
which they had secnred during the p
dipute.  Between the outward e
frecdom of conscience, a
snil the pretensions of t

| had preserved through
ed, for the time Leing,

od meum est, a

with great

wayk depends u

circumetantial difference as regards
illustrated. Omnis compuratis clavdicat.
be aware that the ligure

m suited to the description of ano-
ther ege, they are both o much alike;
gest the idea of a piece of chalk b
with another piece of chalk, woul

Cuss maust surel
is not a compa

when

regard to those g:n

longed, 1 am to

fore as recogmizin
through the medinum of ontward vi
not mean any such thing. No ontward violence
can reach that fortress in the hwman soul, to
which eonscience can always retreat, and from
which she can ll-ug

invade her &
the beginnin

might be taken &

repotation rende

fectly understan

cuntre.

I stated at the commencement of this repl
the necessity of finding mysell in an apparen
sien with fo distinguished a man as Genernl Cass
was less of a pride than of a humiliation, The cir-
cumstunces under which my letter was written have
teen referred to in the foregol
munication. 1 never dreamed
sttract the special attention of any owe.
turned out otherwiee,
had intimated to me, in any private manner, that
there was ope word in it disres to himself, I
should bave immediately, in the same maaner, re-
Elied in vindication or in apol

and, he had sigoified to me,
months ago, that he intended to make my letter the
:Ihwrf‘h‘;uk or occasion :'ifl .hll great s .i:.. I

ould bave been prepared am
reply to it far more effectively than it hus been pos-
sible for me to do amidst incesrant inte
and within the limited period that has
me since his oration in the Benate.  As it Ia, how-
ever, | stand by my letter, and I shrink not from the
great mortar, which it has taken

xperienced gunn

as if he intended that it should not only kill my
little sparrow of a letter, but also that it should
frighten o all the birds of the n
1find my e nyclicorar in domicilio not
:ll:lmr:ias. but without a single featheret of its wing

This letter 1= already too long, and 1 hope [ may
be pardened i T make o few general remarks, bear-
ing move or less directly on the cirew
The first remark ia, that in this

explosion of the
thLe ri

which directed it.
cuu:-lu-,'nltjlnu?l. no  man rll o
quence of his religions bellef, so ung
lecally to the constitution and laws by which it
i» gpoverned. And yet I regret to t
of eur citizens are
equal snd common

o and America.

ings of such meetings s that,

the ]Vsiim. unable to
ernment should be understood
conscience

ntally considered
no means frightful

ip, General Coss

reference did not tend to
clear up the confusion of idess which prevails on
the subject. The Protestants in Germany and the
Huguenote in France had freedom of conscience

om that they left the Catho-

General Cass and
mean something

r, civil and religious,

nst the lnws of the State,
State sovereignty to pre-
¢e1ve order, the freedom of conscience was the pre-
text on one side, the soverei
the plen on the other, Andt
ol conecience, referred to by Generul Cuss, remin,
me of the alms given by a traveller, as mentioned in
il Blas, to a poor man who had asked him for cha-
Tity in o very piteuns tone, but who had his
levelled at the same

ty of the State wans
is granting s libert;

mewnt in bent timbers for ship

3 time. General Caas will no
g(-ubttqntil.it: the cminpl.rluon, as h:‘:uu dgna other

gurative gun n my r letter. Bo experi-
enced an orator mg:st certfd:l:);m pert
of & comparison is its suggestive property, which al-

know that the value

d, be entirely out
of the rules of rhetoric. General Cass has taken ad-
“n“ﬁur this even for the pu
arsumed that becanse
straction of property, whether in
delphia, as o vivlation of the rights of conscience in
ons t» whom such prope
nderstood literally, a.nd!

h to acorn the atte;
I do not ml:uphthat from

has been a violation of the
or divine sovereignty of the human conscience.
That is the portion of his nature which God placed

beyond the reach of human power. His civil rights

m{. llhpmpert{ confiscated, hi
infamoun, the life of his bod
eacrificed at the stake, or given to w.1d beasts at the

%’}L&c"m but the soverei
above @\ earthly powers
stance been vangu t
. of his fellow beings. When, therefore,

takes ndvantage of my usi

to this eubject, such ns tha
' hud been violated in Charlestown or in Philadelphia,
he forgets that there is among men an order
gunge appropriate to the science of any subject, and
another which nceommodates itsell to the conlusion
of ideas in the I

ty of his conscience
pever in @ winzlg jo-

language in reflerence
e rights of conscience

Persons who per-
our solar system do not hesitate to
spusk of the rising and setting of the sun, at the
rome time that they, in o sclentifie point of view,
wouid maintain that neither
ems: that in reality the sun ls the centre of our
evetem, and that all the planets, the earth incladed,
nie rising and setting and revolving

phenomenon ever oc-

If” General Cass

. _IT, on the other

, unless there be fur-
uihed them, from time to time, occasions on which
they mey giveevent to that

which: lurks in human nature

evorywh I!“
ere, no less
than i human governments In Earope, Asia, Afri-
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g

our many denominati Jus
imprudent in the capital of
- Gencral Jhas thinks 1t would bo all Fig
mmﬁ-hadhnmmm;m
For my own I think that as we Mave
at bome, which, in our cireu

ttonces, I regar great benefit t
aar&ﬂwllhuln‘d-e:lﬂllothwm enf
an

y, just ns we find them, until, little
beautiful :

¥ our exnmple,
will be induced to imitate it. T
United States are too well ”h -
duties for which th

. This was & mistak
‘I:lpokeof him alone, and of no other member

ongress.
I1f I may be allowed to express an opinion, as
humble ¢ , conacions of loyalty to the constl

tion, obedience to the laws, ot for, niud hen)
volence towards all fel.luwn:ip.
tinction of creed, tung

tizens, without d
ve expression to my own
should sum tham up notas A

wherever 1 has

travelled in Europe, there is still o

revalent ide
abroad that this grestness Is rather rﬁm fron

by a certain tone of self-complacency and of cod
temptuous reference towards other Btates, T
Bay tLat we are too great to stand in neod of boas

ing—that we are too ul, and too richy to b

under the necessity of apquiring a right to propert
by frandulent melrns. ?qdu n%t pr%tend tn "’*
how far these imputations are ecorrect, but, for mj
own part, I would say that the honor and dignity ¢
this great free nation are likely to be best and mo
permanently sustained b;

ask for wmothing t

s el{—Wa hat no
strictly right, ana will submit to nothing that
wrong. t Joux Hoaues,

Archbishop of New Y
New York, June 5, 1854. . o Sk

New Patents Esswed,
* List of patents imsned from the United Stat
'atent Office, for the week ending June 6, 18

each bearing that

date :—
Brown 8. Wood, of Buriville, R. .—For impre
8.

ment in knitting
Robert

for washing bottles.
Charles F. Brown, of Warren, R. L.—For improve

ment in ingtrumenta for taking deep sea sounding.

Jog. de Palm, of New York, N. Y—For

ment in brick pottery kilns, Patented in Engiaad
July 13, 1852 ; in France, August 13, 1852 ; in Holl
land and Bel , Beptember 15, 1852,

s of Lebanon, N. H.—For n
e combination of a railroad tracl

Samuel McCormick, of Dublin, Ireland.—For imi

+nd wheels,

rrovement in pressing the thread upon serew b
Putemed in nsh.nd.gllmh 22, IBI-;;‘.]
1

Don:ld Taylor, of Esst Boston, Mass.—For
ormer.
Henry Allen, of Norwich, Conn.—For impre

machine for dressin Pol;guml timber,
ew

Wm. nﬁ“‘!‘d. of m. N. Y ~For impre
frames®

Goldsborough, N. C.—For

Alfred Brady, of New York, N. Y—For
m]a::: vanlt covers.

ed mechanism for o) f
Samuel H. Dudley, of
provement in road scrapers.
Edward P. Dey, of New York, N.Y—For im-
in machines to print subscribers names,

lnmu-ut in steam generatora.
les F. Murtine, of Boston, Mass—For im-
prcgummt Iin I:ufh bed?fuds. r W
ymen pman, of Philadelphia, Pa.—For

proved eyclet machine.

Elijnh Phelps, of Hendersonville, IlL—For im-
provement in excavators.

‘Wm. B. Johneon, of Staunton, Va.—For improve-
ment in seed planters,

Patrick Clark, of Rahway, N. J.—For
water level indicator rw'ﬁ... boflers, Wt

Thos. and Saml. Champion, of Wi D.C.
‘F:t:-nnadn orhuu-) Va—For
unu'nd;ﬁum >

ohn Bheffield, of Pultne ilg Y.—For im-

in for
P out. 1. Colyerrof New York, .Y For improve
mlil’l:.i: Iunﬁmﬂ Ya—For i
ath machine, ' o

David Russell, of Drawersburg, Ind.—For improv-
of wrolll blooka,
Harrison C. Clark, of Worcester, Mass.—For Im-

proved Iathe.

Those. Crossley, of Boston, Mass.—For improve-
. Canb, of Blak Rock, N. Y.—For cleasing
bolts of flouri S

qullh.
Edward H , of New Haven, Conn.—For im-

provement in grinding mills.
Jordon L. Mott, nfﬂw York, N.Y —For improve-
ment in securing car wheels upon axles.

provement thl.nl
Lcrlhlg.do ok, of Albany, N. Y.—For improve-

" Jas. 7. Johionon, of Alleghany, and James V. Cun-
nin i dﬂcwm' }:-Ll‘ improvement im
mﬁ ware,
k Vi , O,
c."'l’*'f'nu:?h:ﬁ':'m S S s,
< Xoy to
Hes .?"mfw assigoor -hr

Wallace and Henry Bachreister (the latter
now demudm ), of ['hﬂtﬂel‘z , Pa.—For improved

‘ for himnlfi and & adminis-
m%ﬁ%ﬁi -- Pa. .-m&”i: J
lute emnl;;. ' X
Ih{lgd Philadelphia, ¥ improvement in
cooking range.

Allved K ,of Essen, Prossia—For improve-
meut in m’m' other wheel tires,

A painful aeeident ocenrred nt Fing Sing, on
Tnwt 'ﬂl wite, som, nna caughier of Dy, Lnau:,‘-.h*

" e
»ide that v , ware throw t of a carclage
u...;.'&'.m- wly kd-d—:::n 2 ,u
P IR A
ere u .

Leouard Pacon, of New Haven, 3




